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OPTION 2. CREATION OF AN OFFICE OF TECHNOLOGY 
AND SCIENCE 

The President could propose legislation creating an Office of 
Technology and Science in the Executive Office of the Pre s ident. 
The Director of the office would be a highly qualified scientist 
appointed by the President, who would serve also as the 
President's Technology and Science Adviser. 

STAFFING: In addition to the Director, the office would have 
a Deputy Director (for administration) and, as is required 

up to five Assistant Directors (for various specialties); 
up to twelve professional assistants; and 
supporting clerical staff. 

The Director would also be empowered to establish ad _!:oc 
committees composed of governmental and/or nongovernrnental 
experts to do in-depth analyses of selected problems and issues. 

FISCAL IMPLICATIONS: $1 - $1. 5 million annually. 

ARGUMENTS FOR: 

This is largely responsive to the legitimate demands 
of the scientific community and could, therefore, be 
expected to satisfy the Congress. 

It assures to the Pr.esident and his staff the avail­
ability of a broad range of scientific and technical 
expertise. This would be tremendou s ly useful to 
the Domestic Council, the Council of Econon1ic 
Advis e rs, the Office of Management and Dudgct, 
et al. 
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This structure will help to assure the development 

of an ongoing scientific and technological capacity 

in the Executive Office of the President. 

The authority to create ad hoc groups permits tapping 

of the resources of the scientific com1nunity. 

This structure is sufficiently flexible to permit 

growth of in-house capacity when and as necessary. 

ARGUM ENTS AGAINST: 

This would involve Congressional action to implement 

(and, of course, to undo). 

There are those who feel that this would unduly 

increase the size of the President 1 s staff. 

Some contend that the need for a science and 

technolo gy capacity in the White House does not 

justify the creation of an office. 



OPTION 3. APPOINTMENT OF A SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY 
ADVISER TO THE PRESIDENT 

The President could, by administrative action, appoint a full-time 
Science and Technology Adviser to the President to serve on the 
White House staff. 

STAFFING: The Science and Technology Adviser would be author­
ized a few ( 1- 3) professional assistants and supporting clerical 
staff, but would otherwise have to rely on National Science Founda­
tion professional staff for support. 

FISCAL IMPLICATIONS: $100,000 - $200,000 annually. 

ARGUMENTS FOR: 

This could be accomplished by administrative act of the· 
President. 

It would relieve some of the pressure for Congressional 
action on this is sue. 

This would make available to the President and his staff 
at least some independent scientific and technological 
expertise. 

This would be relatively inexpensive and would not 
significantly increase the size of the President ' s staff. 

ARGUMENTS AGAINST: 

This approach would satisfy neither the scientific 
community nor the Congress and, therefore, it could 
not be expected to avert independent Congressional 
action on the is sue. 

It is doubtful whether, under this structure, the Science 
and Technolo g y Adv·iser could "cover the wateriront. " 
Therefore, pressure to increase the size and scope of 
this apparatus will continue. 

This structure is not suitable for the development of an 
on-going scientific and technological capacity in the 
White House. 

This structure is not suitable for tapping the resources 
of the scientific community on an interim basis since 
the Science and Technolo gy Adviser would not b~ 
cn1pow<'rcd to create~ hoc panels for spl'Cial research 
purposes. 
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